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DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is 
clearly indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 12 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. The examiner made attempts 
and was unable to find a description and definition of the term "orphaned" and 
the phrase "determining whether links... are valid" in the body of the specification. 
Lacking a clear description/definition, the term and phrase render the claim 
indefinite given that it is unclear what is meant by "orphaned" in the context of 
determining/detecting orphaned content data and orphaned sites in lines 6-7 of 
claim 12 and lines 4-5 of claim 26 and how orphaned sites/content data and the 
links are related. Therefore, the claims will be interpreted as comprising: links 
and a step to determining whether user's attempt to access one of web pages 
and Web sites without proper authorization. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3, 6, 14, 16, 19, 22, 28-35 and 37-39 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 
6,708,1 89 B1 ) in view of Dang (US 7,007,231 B2). 

As per claim 1 , Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing electronic 
dossiers each having one of a plurality of document formats (fig. 2; col. 5, lines 
42-58; documents/files of a particular type may have one of a plurality of formats, 
e.g., MS Word with a file name such as storyl .doc), wherein the electronic 
dossiers are accessible by a plurality of web site users via a computer network 
(col. 4, lines 5-9), the method comprising the steps of: selecting an electronic 
dossier for conversion (col. 4, lines 30-39; col. 5, lines 14-16 and 55-58; col. 7, 
lines 2-25; converting various file types to a standard format such as XML); 
obtaining one template associated with the format of the electronic dossier (col. 

6. lines 30-34; col. 15, lines 15-18 and 21-22); obtaining, from a predetermined 
set of styles, at least a subset of style characteristics to be correlated to the 
format of the electronic dossier (col. 6, lines 49-54; e.g., all caps as well as font, 
font size, etc.); importing/converting the electronic dossier to a document 
platform having a unified format (col. 7, lines 2-25; XML); storing the converted 
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electronic dossier together with the obtained template and the obtained style 
subset in a unified database (col. 8, lines 41-43; col. 9, lines 42-46; col. 10, lines 
54-56; wherein storing data in a common/unified database versus separate 
database is well known in the art, col. 1, lines 14-20); and providing access to 
the unified database to a plurality of users through a computer network browser 
interface in order to at least one of process, view, and store the converted 
electronic dossiers (col. 4, lines 5-9; viewable as a website following processing 
and storage). Fitzsimons does not explicitly disclose that the template is obtained 
from a predetermined set of templates; however, obtaining a template from a 
predetermined set of templates is well known in the art as taught by Dang (col. 8, 
lines 6-8). In view Of KSR, 127 S. Ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 USPG2d at 1397 (2007), it would 

have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include the 
method of Dang with the method of Fitzsimons so that templates vary with 
organizations and the document types. 

As per claim 3, the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing 
electronic dossiers wherein the computer network comprises a number of groups 
maintaining different sets of document platforms (Fitzsimons: col. 4, line 66 
through col. 5, line 8; col. 12, lines 13-21; col. 13, lines 20-30). 

As per claim 6, the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing 
electronic dossiers wherein each of the electronic dossiers in the unified 
database is organized as a part of a collection of hierarchically organized pages 
forming a site describing at least one of a product, a service, a process, and an 
organizational unit (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 4-17). 
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Claims 14, 29, 30, 32-34 are individually similar in scope to claim 1 and 
are therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 16 is similar in scope to claim 3 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 19 is similar in scope to claim 6 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 22, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising at least one function chosen from the 
group consisting of: a platform manager function, the platform manager function 
including technical programming and development of the unified platform, a web 
manager function, the web manager function including publishing responsibilities 
for an entire business unit, including creation of web sites, definition of users, 
authorization of publishing functions, and providing information, data and support 
for publishing activities, a site manager function, the site manager function 
including allowing access to publishing functions of predefined sites, definition of 
local navigation, and ascertaining the compliance with the predetermined set of 
templates and the predetermined set of styles, a publisher function, the publisher 
function including the creation and formatting of pages of a web site, insertion of 
graphics on web pages, adding text on web pages, effecting changes and 
updates, and publishing and deactivating pages, a site owner function, the site 
owner function including responsibilities for the content of the web site, effecting 
administrative duties including the definition of guidelines for the provision of a 
web page in certain languages, the publication format, and an author function, 
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the author function including at least one of creation and provision of text and 
graphics, and provision of translations (), the modified Fitzsimons does not 
explicitly disclose functions that include authorization of site managing functions, 
accessing web sites with predefined restrictions in their business area, creation 
and insertion of local navigation pointers into pages of a web site, defining and 
verifying links to pages, and the period of validity of certain pages of a web site; 
however, such functions are well known in the art. It would have been obvious to 
an artisan at the time of the invention to include such well known functions with 
the method of the modified Fitzsimons to facilitate development and maintenance 
of a Web site, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 usPG2d at 1397 

(2007). 

Claim 28 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale except for a browser interface feature, which the modified 
Fitzsimons also teaches (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 4-6). 

Claim 31 is similar in scope to claim 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale except for a control element feature (for invoking commands), 
which the modified Fitzsimons also teaches (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 30-39; col. 
5, lines 14-16 and 49-67; col. 7, lines 2-25; wherein style and content are 
inherently stored separately when using XML). 

Claims 35 and 37 in combination are similar in scope to claim 1 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale except for a browser interface feature, 
which the modified Fitzsimons also teaches (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 4-6). 
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As per claim 38, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers wherein associating comprises storing, in a unified 
database, the electronic dossier along with a pointer to a storage location of the 
template and a storage location of the style characteristics (Fitzsimons: col. 4, 
lines 30-39; col. 5, lines 14-16 and 55-58; col. 7, lines 2-25; when using XML, 
style and content are inherently stored separately). 

As per claim 39, the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing 
electronic dossiers comprising defining an XML Document Type Definition for the 
data (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 30-39; col. 5, lines 14-16 and 55-58; col. 7, lines 2- 
25; part of XML standard to define DTD for XML documents and is inherent to 
XML). 

6. Claims 2, 4, 7, 8, 15, 17, 20, 21 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 
B1) in view of Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Nies et al. ("Nies", 
US 7,418,431 B1). 

As per claim 2, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers wherein the electronic dossier format is chosen 
from the group consisting of: HTML pages, database content plus templates, 
static web pages, documents containing alphanumeric data, documents 
containing image data, and XML documents (Fitzsimons: col. 3, lines 25-34; col. 
4, lines 17-20; col. 7, lines 26-29; col. 15, lines 15-18; Dang: col. 8, lines 6-8), 
Fitzsimons does not explicitly disclose links to other Web sites; however, other 
formats such as links to other web sites is well known in the art as taught by Nies 
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(figs. 34-36). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to include the method of Nies with the method of the modified Fitzsimons given 
such well known teachings, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 

USPG2d at 1397 (2007). 

As per claim 4, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers wherein each template of the predetermined set of 
templates is comprised of at least three distinct areas accessible through a 
graphical user interface, the distinct areas are chosen from the group consisting 
of a printing function and a top area having a space reserved for predetermined 
indicia of subject matter content such as a headline with a maximum hierarchical 
navigation depth and a content area having a predetermined layout according to 
the predetermined set of styles (Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 24-26; col. 6, lines 49- 
54; col. 1 1 , lines 26-34; col. 12, line 12 through col. 14, line 61), Fitzsimons does 
not explicitly disclose a reference/pointer for a global navigation path, a pointer 
for a global topic, a pointer for a global function, a micro-identity area and a local 
navigation area having at least one pointer chosen from the group consisting of a 
pointer for a local navigation path, a pointer for a local page of the web site and a 
pointer for an page of an external web page. Nies teaches a pointer for a global 
navigation path, a pointer for a global topic, a pointer for a global function, a 
micro-identity area and a local navigation area having at least one pointer chosen 
from the group consisting of a pointer for a local navigation path, a pointer for a 
local page of the web site and a pointer for an page of an external web page 
(figs. 5 and 34-36; col. 8, lines 5-8; areas accessible through the GUI: an outer 
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area 510 comprising a recent history of user's path/global navigation path with 
global topics 512; and pointers for global functions 508 such as a messaging 
function for receiving and sending messages and global functions such as a 
printing function; a local navigation area provides a consistent display of tabs as 
user navigates from one page to another, the display comprise "Reports" and 
"Help" topics as well as an entry called "Home", which enable users to quickly 
return to the homepage and links that point to other pages or other sites so that 
users may select links to jump to another page or to jump to a link outside the 
site via 888). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to include the method of Nies with the method of the modified Fitzsimons given 
such well known navigation tools, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 

82 USPG2d at 1397 (2007). 

As per claim 7, the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing 
electronic dossiers wherein converting the electronic dossier includes the 
conversion of the electronic dossier to XML format and wherein content data 
within the electronic dossier is stored in the form of information blocks 
independent from one of the design and the layout of the content data 
(Fitzsimons: col. 4, lines 30-39; col. 5, lines 14-16 and 55-58; col. 7, lines 2-25; 
inherent feature of XML). 

As per claim 8, the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for managing 
electronic dossiers comprising checking and verifying content data of the 
electronic dossier prior to its conversion for at least one of accuracy, timeliness, 
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and relevance to the site (col. 12, lines 17-19; the software checks for new 
material and whether it should be brought into the assembly line for publishing). 

Claim 15 is similar in scope to claim 2 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claim 17 is similar in scope to claim 4 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

Claims 20 and 36 individually are similar in scope to claim 7 and are 
therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 21 is similar in scope to claim 8 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

7. Claims 5 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Bever et al ("Bever", US 
7,069,508 B1). 

As per claim 5, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers wherein converting the electronic dossier to a 
unified format includes modifying at least one property of the electronic dossier 
chosen from the group consisting of: text font, font size (Fitzsimons: col. 6, lines 
46-50), multimedia content (col. 4, lines 18-22; multimedia content include 
different medium, text and graphics (e.g., articles, photographs, etc.)) and titles 
(col. 4, line 26; e.g., headline), the modified Fitzsimons does not explicitly 
disclose a font color, page color, background color, element spacing and 
subtitles. Bever teaches controlling a font color, page color, background color, 
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element spacing and subtitles (Abstract; col. 6, lines 23-36; col. 8, lines 49-51). ). 
It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
the method of Bever with the method of the modified Fitzsimons in order to 
improve readability, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 usPG2d at 

1397 (2007). 

Claim 18 is similar in scope to claim 5 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

8. Claims 9 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Rozenfeld et al ("Rozenfeld", US 
7,191,239 B2). 

As per claim 9, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising a web page in a certain requested 
language by an available language version of the web page (col. 4, lines 4-6; 
e.g., sport articles published on a website), the modified Fitsimons does not 
explicitly disclose substituting a web page not existing in a certain requested 
language by an available language version of the web page according to a 
predefined priority scheme. Rozenfeld teaches substituting a web page not 
existing in a certain requested language by an available language version 
according to a predefined priority scheme (col. 10, lines 5-13). It would have 
been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include the method of 
Rozenfeld with the method of the modified Fitzsimons in order to provide a 
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default language in cases where the requested language is currently unavailable, 
especially in view of KSR, 1 27 S. Ct. 1 727 at 1 742, 82 USPG2d at 1 397 (2007). 

Claim 23 is similar in scope to claim 9 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

9. Claims 10 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Cochran et al. ("Cochran", US 
2004/0030697 A1). 

As per claim 10, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising receiving feedback information about 
content for a web page of a web site from a user (col. 9, lines 53-59), the 
modified Fitzsimons does not explicitly disclose receiving feedback information 
about one of a web page and a web site from a user, routing the feedback 
information to a feedback database accessible by an administrator of the one of 
web page and a web site and entering the feedback information into the 
feedback database (par [0091]). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the 
time of the invention to include the method of Cochran with the method of the 
modified Fitzsimons in order to facilitate online submission and management of 
feedback, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 usPG2d at 1397 (2007). 

Claim 24 is similar in scope to claim 10 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 
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10. Claims 1 1 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Rhoads (US 2004/0022444 A1 ). 

As per claim 1 1 , although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising providing web sites with access to 
images (col. 13, lines 19-30), the modified Fitzsimons does not explicitly disclose 
access an integrated image library wherein the integrated image library has a 
hierarchical organization for distinguishing between images accessible by a 
plurality of websites and images accessible by a single website. Rhoads teaches 
an integrated image library wherein the integrated image library has a 
hierarchical organization for distinguishing between images accessible by a 
plurality of websites and images accessible by a single website (par [0353], 
[0610]-[061 1], [0836], [0906]; images are distinguished as copyrighted or 
available in the public domain). It would have been obvious to an artisan at the 
time of the invention to include the method of Rhoads with the method of the 
modified Fitzsimons in order to provide a level of access and security, especially 

in View Of KSR, 127 S. Ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 USPG2d at 1397 (2007). 

Claim 25 is similar in scope to claim 1 1 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

1 1 . Claims 1 2 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Miller et al. ("Miller", US 
6,981,214 B1). 
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As per claim 12, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising determining whether users attempt to 
access the system without proper authorization, determining whether links within 
the converted electronic dossier are valid based on their type, determining 
whether the content data within the converted electronic dossier result in one of 
orphaned content data and orphaned sites, determining whether users attempt to 
access one of Web pages and Web sites without proper authorization and 
determining whether content data should be appended, replaced or amended 
(col. 9, lines 23-41 ; col. 1 1 , lines 6-9; upon verification of user passwords, articles 
are mapped to a location of a Web page of corresponding Web sites), the 
modified Fitzsimons does not explicitly disclose whether content data within a 
document has expired. Miller teaches determining whether content data within 
documents have expired (col. 8, lines 9-25). It would have been obvious to an 
artisan at the time of the invention to include the method of Miller with the method 
of the modified Fitzsimons in order to automatically delete older content that is no 
longer relevant, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 usPG2d at 1397 

(2007). 

Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 12 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

12. Claims 1 3 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of 
Dang (US 7,007,231 B2), and further in view of Tan et al. ("Tan", US 
2006/0026203 A1). 
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As per claim 13, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers comprising attaching extracted document related 
meta information to a document for search and retrieval by users of the unified 
database (col. 1 1 , lines 5-21 ), the modified Fitzsimons does not explicitly 
disclose scanning data to extract metadata. Tan teaches scanning data to extract 
metadata (par [0039], [0050]; meta-data extraction). It would have been obvious 
to an artisan at the time of the invention to include the method of Tan with the 
method of the modified Fitzsimons in order to extract new or previously 
undiscovered information, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 
USPG2d at 1397 (2007). 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to claim 13 and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

1 3. Claim 40 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fitzsimons et al. ("Fitzsimons", US 6,708,189 B1) in view of Dang (US 7,007,231 
B2), and further in view of Fordyce et al. ("Fordyce", US 2003/0149940 A1 ). 

As per claim 40, although the modified Fitzsimons teaches a method for 
managing electronic dossiers wherein data of the electronic dossier comprises a 
paragraph and a web page (col. 4, lines 4-35), the modified Fitzsimons does not 
explicitly disclose a feature of storing each paragraph at a time as a basic unit. 
Fordyce teaches storing each paragraph at a time as a basic unit (par [0003]). It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include the 
method of Fordyce with the method of the modified Fitzsimons given that such a 
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feature is common, especially in view of ksr, 127 s. ct. 1727 at 1742, 82 usPG2d at 

1397 (2007). 

Conclusion 

14. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Arganbright et al. (US 6,980,962 B1) teach a contact us page for sending 
comments about the Web site. 

Inquires 

1 5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Examiner Le Nguyen whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-4068. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - 
Friday from 7:00 am to 3:30 pm (EST). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Dennis Chow, can be reached at (571) 272-7767. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
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system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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